The distribution of pesticides in water, sediments, Clarias gariepinus, and Procambarus clarkii from Muweis canal at two localities was investigated to evaluate the pollution status and potential hazard in the river system. A total of 28 pesticides were analyzed using gas chromatography (GC) with electron capture detector. The concentration of pesticide residues ranged from ND (not detected) to 0.560mg/l for water samples, ND to 0.73 μg/g dw for sediment, ND to 9.653 μg/g ww for C. gariepinus, and ND to 6.875 μg/g ww for P. clarkii. High concentrations of organochlorine pesticides, specifically fenpropathrin, endosulfan ii, delta-BHC and dieldrin observed in all environmental media, are an indication of the current illegal use of banned pesticides for agricultural activities in the region. Tal-Haween water samples revealed the highest content of pesticides followed by El-Shabakat water, while the sediment of Tal-Haween observed more contaminated than that of El-Shabakat. Also, C. gariepinus exhibited more polluted than P. clarkii. Analysis of data showed significant differences between gills of C. gariepinus, water and sediment samples of Tal-Haween site in fenpropathrin and endosulfan ii respectively, while exhibited a highly significant difference between water and sediment samples of El-Shabakat site in aldrin. Moreover, there was a highly significant difference in correlation coefficient between water and sediment samples of El-Shabakat site in endosulfan ii and endrin. Concerning the mean concentrations of some pesticides in water and fish, the levels were higher than that recommended by the international permissible limits. It is an indication of a potential cancer hazard for the local inhabitants with lifetime consumption of pesticide-polluted fish.
INTRODUCTION
Aquatic resources (ponds, streams, rivers, oceans and seas) and fisheries are providing peoples with long-term benefits. Those benefits can be the direct financial ones that provide profit, employment and save money. For instance, the seafood industry gives hobs to business fisheries, retailers and wholesalers. More indirect, but equally valuable, benefits of aquatic ecosystems and fish include sports fishing, recreational boating, relaxation, natural beauty and swimming (Sciencedaily, 2008) . There are occupational risks and safety concerns in the aquaculture industry. A few practices have caused ecological degradation (David et al., 2009) .
Pesticides are compounds used to control pests, including aquatic weeds, insects, plant diseases and aquatic snails which carry the cause of schistosomiasis.
Pesticides have been observed to be very harmful to fish and the other organisms, which constitute the food chain. Pesticides are used widely in forestry, agriculture, public health and in veterinary practices, and are categorized according to their target use. The three major pesticides are insecticides (insect control), fungicides (Mycotic control) and herbicides (weed control) but the highly toxic is the insecticides. Since fishes are essential sources of lipids and proteins for domestic animals and humans, so fish health is very important for human beings. Insecticides are the chemical compounds which used to control insects by killing or preventing them from participating in undesirable behaviours or damaging. The pollution of surface water by insecticides is known to have ill impacts on the survival, growth, and reproduction of aquatic organisms. Various insecticides concentrations are found in many types of wastewater and various investigations have observed them be poisonous to aquatic organisms, especially fish species. Although chemistry has advantages, it creates great disadvantages as insecticides are threatening the longterm survival of major ecosystems by disturbance of environmental relationships between organisms and loss of biodiversity. The insecticidal residues which pollute the water are fundamentally due to the intensive agriculture combined with surface drainage and surface runoff, usually within a few weeks after application. Insecticides lead to reproductive disorders, decrease the rate of growth, and cause spinal deformities and histopathological changes in liver, gills, hematopoietic tissue such as the spleen, renal tubules, kidney and endocrine tissues as well as the brain, neurological disorder and genetic defect are other biological indicators of exposure to insecticides. Fishes are especially sensitive to the environmental water pollution. Thus, these contaminants such as insecticides may essentially harm certain biochemical and physiological processes that various types of insecticides can cause harmful effects to physiological and health status of fishes. Potentially, toxic substances are often released into the aquatic ecosystem. When is the dispatch of large quantities of toxins there might be an immediate effect as estimated by the sudden large-scale aquaculture mortality, for instance, fish kills caused by contamination of waterways with agricultural pesticides. Lower limits of discharge may result in accumulation of toxins in aquatic creatures. The final results, which may happen after a long period has passed toxins through the environment, and include low metabolism, immune suppression, and harm to the epithelia and gills (Sabra and Mehana, 2015) .
Pollution of water systems and Paranoá Lake with organochlorine insecticides has been reported (Gold-Bouchot et al., 1995) , and is mostly due to the runoff of the chemicals applied in agriculture. The illegal utilization of organochlorine insecticides in agriculture proceeded for many years after. The chemical stability of these substances, their high lipid solubility and poisonous quality to animals and human (Bouwman et al., 1990) , have led researchers to be worried about their presence in the nature (Caldas et al., 1999) .
The aims of this work are to evaluate the level of Muweis canal contamination by pesticides and to assess the potential health risk posed to the consumers from the exposure to pesticides through the ingestion of fish grown in the Lake.
MATERIALS AND METHODS

Description of study areas:
Fish samples were collected from two localities at Sharkia Province that considered as natural sources for the fishery (Fig. 1) . These localities lie east to Domietta Branch (Nile water). The two localities are from Muweis canal at ElShabakat village (I) and Tal-Haween village (II). El-Shabakat village lies at the north of Zagazig city and was selected as a polluted area; where it receives agricultural wastes. Tal-Haween village lies at the south of Zagazig city and was selected as a polluted area (agricultural drainage area). 
Sampling sites:
Samples were collected bimonthly during the period from September 2017 to August 2018 from Muweis canal at El-Shabakat village (Fig. 2) and Tal-Haween village (Fig. 3) . A large number of peoples are visiting the sites for heavy fishing, so these areas suffering severe disturbance from human activity (agricultural or fishing). The studied species: C. gariepinus (Fig. 4) is one of the most important freshwater fishes in Egypt. Total production of it in 1996 from the River Nile only about 11.310 tons; i.e. it contributes about 17.5% of the total Nile catch in Egypt. It is greyish olive to olive brown to blackish above, white or greyish beneath (Ibraheim and Khater, 2013) . (Fig. 5 ) was introduced in the early 1980′s into Egypt after a trial for its aquaculture that eventually failed and some of them were thrown into the Nile. P.
II
P. clarkii
clarkii was greatly spread all over the River Nile, its branches and ditches through the Delta, Cairo and Giza (Ibrahim et al., 1995) . They were left without control and caused a lot of damage to the fisheries of the Nile possibly by eating the eggs and young fish beside damaging the nets of fishermen as well as causing serious damages to irrigation systems as a result of their burrowing activities (Soliman et al., 1998b) . Considerable effort has been paid to control its dispersal with pesticides (Hobbs et al., 1989& Khalil et al., 2015 .
Analytical procedures:
One litre water samples were collected at the surface of the canal (6 samples/month) and kept refrigerated until analysis. Approximately 2 kg of sediment samples (6 samples/month) were dried at room temperature, ground, homogenized and kept at room temperature until analysis. Fish samples were captured (15 samples for each species/month),fish gills wrapped in aluminium foil and kept at -20°C until analysis. Size of individuals within the same species did not vary significantly. Two species were selected for this study: crayfish (P. clarkii) and catfish (C. garpienus). Water, sediment and fish samples were taken bimonthly from each site and analyzed for pesticide residues (organophosphorus and organochlorine) according to Azab et al., 2013 ; using gas chromatography (GC) with electron capture detector at the Central laboratory of pesticides, Ministry of Agriculture, Cairo, Egypt.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A-Water analysis: Pesticides in water:
Comparing the average concentrations of pesticides in the study sites, the data recorded in Table ( -ND means not detected.
-Data are represented as mean ± SE, (n=48). * Means in the same column are significantly different (p < 0.05), using independent t-test.
Moreover, the water samples of El-Shabakat village is more polluted with pesticides than that of Tal-Haween village, and the pesticides concentration was restricted in winter and spring seasons other than summer and autumn seasons. Concerning the mean concentrations of pesticides; aldrin (1×10 -5 mg/l), esfenvelarat (0.005 mg/l), Gamma-BHCand Delta-BHC (2×10 -5 mg/l), pṕ-DDT (2×10 -6 mg/l), dieldrin (5×10 -6 mg/l), endrin (2×10 -6 mg/l), heptachlor and heptachlor epoxide (1×10 -5 mg/l), methoxychlor (5×10 -6 mg/l), endosulfan (0.1µg/l), endosulfan ii (0.1µg/l), fenpropathrin (0.009 mg/l), and p,ṕ -DDE ( 10×10 -6 mg/l) the levels were higher than the permissible levels recommended by Nowell and. Resek (1994) , Dalvie et al. (2003) and WHO (2004) .
B-Sediment analysis: Pesticides in sediment:
Comparing the average concentrations of pesticides in the study sites, the data recorded in Table ( 2) and Fig. 7 showed the seasonal and annual variations in pesticide concentrations in sediment samples. The concentrations had the order: methoxychlor > endosulfan sulfate > other pesticides in sediment samples of ElShabakat village, but it had the order: methoxychlor > dieldrin > other pesticides in sediment samples of Tal-Haween village. It seems that the concentration of the insecticides was not obviously higher in sediments than in bodies of water (Abdel Baky et al., 1998) . Concerning the mean Concerning the mean concentrations of pesticides dieldrin (0.0050mg/kg), pṕ -DDE (0.828 mg/kg), endrin aldehyde (0.76mg/kg), heptachlor epoxide (0.014mg/kg), aldrin (0.0050 mg/kg), ethion (0.025 mg/kg), endosulfan, endosulfan ii and (0.0512 mg/kg), the levels were lower than the permissible levels recommended by Nowell and. Resek (1994) and Sonoma County Water Agency (2009), while endosulfan sulfate (0.0512 mg/kg), methoxychlor (0.0050 mg/kg) and dieldrin in water samples of Tal-Haween village were higher than that of the permissible limits. -ND means not detected. Data are represented as mean ± SE, (n=48).
* Means in the same column are significantly different (p < 0.05), using independent t-test. 
C-Fish analysis: Pesticides in fish gills:
Comparing the average concentrations of pesticides and the correlation coeffecient (r) in the investigated sites, Tables (3 & 4 & 5a, b & 6a, b) and Fig. 8 showed variations between pesticide concentrations in fish gills. The concentrations had the order: methoxychlor > other pesticides in both fish species. Moreover, the fish C. gariepinus is more polluted with pesticides than P. clarkii. The present study revealed that p,ṕ-DDT (1 mg/kg), fenpropathrin (< 0.1 mg/kg), aldrin (0.1 mg/kg), heptachlor (0.1 mg/kg), endrin (0.1 mg/kg) and concentrations were lower than the permissible levels recommended by Nowell and. Resek (1994) , while methoxychlor (< 0.1 mg/kg) concentration was higher than the permissible limit in c. gariepinus of both study sites. * Means in the same column are significantly different (p < 0.05), using independent t-test. -Data are represented as mean ± SE, (n=120). * Means in the same column are significantly different (p < 0.05), using independent t-test. Pesticides concentration showed seasonal variations, being greater in autumn and summer and lowest in winter and spring. These results comply with those recorded by Yamashita et al. (2000) , Barakat et al. (2002) , Abbassy et al. (2003) , Kelderman et al. (2005) , El-Kady et al. (2007) , Westbom et al. (2008) , Qiu et al. (2009 ), Malhat (2010 , Barakat et al. (2012) , and Azab et al. (2013) . This may be attributed to the cultivation and irrigation seasons which was higher in summer and autumn seasons. These variations may be attributed to the differences between the localities, and the amount and source of pollution from an area to another. The high pesticide content in gills of fish collected from the two sources of water can be related to an accumulation of such toxins from the water primarily through fish gill where metallothionine enhances that bioaccumulation in gills and its uptake could be controlled by the amount of water passing through the gills (Saeed, 2000) .
Moreover, it is obvious that the average pesticide concentrations in C. gariepinus were higher than those of P. clarkii. This may be due to the difference of feeding habits of the two species, where the former fish is mainly omnivorous feeding on fish, insect larvae, molluscs, planktonic organisms and water weeds (Bishai and Khalil, 1997) which accumulate large amounts of toxins (Rizkalla and Abou-Donia, 1996a,b) . Also, P. clarkii feeds mainly on the eggs and young fish (Soliman et al., 1998b) which accumulate fewer amounts of toxins. Moreover, C.gariepinus lives mainly in the muddy or semi-muddy bottom (Bishai and Khalil, 1997) other than P. clarkii which wanders in water from the surface to bottom, being frequently in contact with soil particles (Ibrahim et al., 1995) .
CONCLUSION
The results of this study concluded that the long-term exposure of fish to pesticides means continuous health hazards for the residents. So, the human population is at high risk by consuming these contaminated fishes. The data given in this investigation facilitates the assessment of potential toxic danger resulting from exposure to various levels of these compounds. The information could be obtained useful in the environmental hazard evaluation of freshwater and marine organisms. Finally, Protection of water quality and wildlife is possible when defending the use of pesticides. Also, when Pesticides must choosing judiciously and are utilized in combination with other pest management tools and applied securely, the surface water contamination and pollution and of our aquatic life could be avoided. Besides enemy safe utilization of this pesticides, more trial work should be performed to decide the time of exposure and concentration that don't cause significant sublethal impacts on fish.
